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Chapter I

INTRODUCT1ON

A

Problem Statement

The: decline in black owned rural land did.surface as a major
issﬁe witﬁiﬁ fhe past few &earsi Developing strategies.éb arrest’
this rapid decline ip real estate has been a high priofitf on the
agenda df concems in the black community. For the iand base off'
all ethnic groups in Americ; is inextricably intertwined with thé}f
potential for social, political ahd economié progress.

The number of black farmers deﬁlinéd tremendously after World
War II. Unlimifed jJob oﬁportunities were available in 1apge urban
'Centers; Farm mecha;;zétion forced thousands of tenant farmers out
of jobs. In Tennessee alone, Black operated ;arms dropp;d from
;14,302 in 1959 to 4,930 in 1969.

‘Some of the reasons cited for the precipitous decline in rural
landownership include" (Griggs, 1974)

1. Black migration from the South to Northern and Westem
Cities,

4 e}

2. General illiteracy among rural blacks, and

3. (Chicanery perpetrated by umscrupulous lawyers, land
speculator, and county officials.

There was no accurate information on the actugl extent of this

" acreage decline or ou the preé of fitle tragéfer érrangements made

by black Laﬁdo@ners in ienneésee.‘ Also, no information wag available
relative to _attitudes, opinions, and values held by blacks with respect

~ to rural land. This circumst_ance was a matter of considerable concern,

6



particularly within the black cormunity and had genérated'a number of

hypbthesis.about the causes and remedies. Because of these.factors, this

study Qas‘undértaken to yield fac;ual ihformatién on the status and trends

of black landownership in Tennessee, provide information in regard to the 3

institutional practices”;ssociafed wi££ land transfers, and'determine the

attitudes held by Blacks toward rural land in Tennessee.

Questions
This study waé'designed tolinveetigéte the following specific questions:
1. What 1is the éxtent cf black owned rural lénd in Tennessee? b

2. What are thg.institutional practices assbciate& with rural
land transactions?

3. What are the attitudes held by blaéks with respect to the
ownersglp ofw;urai land? |

. //" .

4. Have real estate officials been unfair to blacks in land
matters, bartiéularly through aBusive uses of legal codes?

5. Are there a signifiqant number of Blacks who are unaware qf
real éstate legal mattefs?

6. Are blacks_étill loosing land at an accel . ited rate?

7. What are the specific reasons why b;aéks have lost land?

8. What 1s the percentage of rural acreage.used as a érimary.and
secondary source of family income?

9. Is there a high peréentage of black owned rural land controlied

| by individuéls 55;years of age and older?
10. A.v individuals between the ages of 22 and 38 more aggressively

seeking ownership to plots of rural acreage?

3




Limitations of the Study

The 1964- census of Agriculture data fevealed that there was a
wi&é vaiiapce in the number qf Black farm _operators in the 95 counties
in the State of Tenness;e. These data further indicated that there
was a range of zero black farm operato?é in a number of counties‘to
over 300 in several others, with the highest number being in the middle
and "esternvporgions of the State.

To insg;e participatioﬁ of an adequate number of bléqk landowners
in this study, the research population was geographically limited to
three of the counties more densely populated with blacks—--Maury,

-Fayette, and Haywood Counties.

A random sample of 147 landowners were chosen to participate in the

study.

Definition of Terms E . - k » -

1. | Landownes refevs to a principai owner(s) of a plot of rural lan&
ocne Oor more acres in silze.

2, ngglzlggg refers to.acreage located in a community with-él
populatioﬁ of 2,500 or lésg.:

3. Farm Qﬁerator refers to an in&ividual(s) wﬁo utilizes rural acreage.

as a primary or secondary source of-family income. That individual(s)

may Oor may not be the prinéiﬁal owner of the.property.: |
4. Iggggﬁ farmer referé to an individual(s) who rents rural acreage.

fhe family livesloﬁ the property and often pays a ﬁortion of or

the total amount of the expeﬁses-incurfed with assets gained from

the marketing of prdddce;



5. Land transation refers to communication. between courthouse -
personnel, land speculators, or real estate officials and

the Jlandowner."

\;_J




Chapter II ' o .
ME THODOLOGY

Research Sa@ple

A reviegﬂgg_the 1969 Census of Agricuiture data revealed that
in the 95 counties in the State of Tenneesee aismali pereentage did
not heve black inhabitants who:were farm operaturs, particularly in
" the Eastern portion of the State. The research sample'wae taken from
three 65 the counties more heavily pouulated with black farmers, Maufy
- Fayette and Haywood.
.The researchers were assisted by the Fatm Home Administration and
icipated in-the study. E

M1d Cumberland Rii_gn Project in the identification of the 147 black

landowners %ho p

.Instrumentation

/,

A 30 question questionnaire was. developéd to tollect research data.

_A small section of the‘instrument was designedfta‘obtain demographic

P
J -

data from subjects. With the exctption of the demographic section, the';;

¢

g

questionnalre was divided into three sections with 10 questions per

seetion.
L35

The ‘questionnalre address. thica areas:

"Attitudes of Blacks Toward Rurai Land:"em

"Perception of Blacks with Respect to
Institutional Practices Associated with
- the Transfer of Rural Land," and

"Perception of Blacks with Regard to
Y the Status and Trends of Rural
Landownership."




The questionnaire was‘field tested in Sumner “County- Tennessee.‘
Fifty landowners were administered the questionnaire. The primary
purpose of this.activity was to improve the'rendability, understanding,
objectivity and practicalityﬁof the instrument.“

Data Collection

s

A visit was made“to»theicOurthouse of each of the target counties
to review the record keeping“procedure. This included a visit to the
office of the.Registrar and the county Tax Assessor. The'office of the

'hRegistrar contained records\of\property transfers, land acreage, and
the amount of money paid for land The Tax Assessor 8 office provided
current information-on- property assessment for tax purposes.

. While engaged in the Pproc -g of field testing the research

_questionnaire, 1t became obvious to the researchers that a vast .
. v . _ s . - o

majority of landowners were unable'to complete the questionnaire

7without dirent. assistance._ Consequently,’ he“decision was made to have

all questionnaires cOmpleted by professionals with training in interviewing

~.

3 In each codnty, professionals were-employed to administer the questionnaire

¢ .

interview type setting. All-were presently or formerly public

in

—sdhool_ tgchers. All were broug‘ht to the Uni.versity campus and given

e

i —

three hours of instruction in interviewing By a psychologistm

'\w\iThgwquestionnaire was administered on a doox-to-~door vasis to

1

147 landowners. The first portion of the questiOnnaire required that

subjects provide demographic data which in this case. included sex;

_____ / °
age; number of children, value of land;’ year land was purchased; use

of land, marital status number of acres owned price paid for land,

>




. o

‘and employment statds.yfTﬁe subjects were instructed to respond to

v v

the latter 30 questioﬂs on a 11kert—ﬁ§pe continuum? Strongly Agree;

R e . ) . s
Agree; Stxongly Disagree; Disagree; and No Opinion. ¢
. : |
.
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\
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Chapter III

RELATED * "= 7o

Economic Status '.andownership

The economic status of this nation has depended greatly on
i

Lo

the efficienF utilization of fafm land. A great‘éroportion of farm
labor supply has been provided by blacks. According to Browne,
(1973, p- 19) biacks havé been closely attacued to\*fnd, ﬁhether through
fie&d pro@uction or<domestic'serviCe on farms or pla;f@tions.

Follbwing emaé%ipation blackskengaged more vigoroﬁgiy in laﬁd

based pursuits, beginning by égreeing.to'sha:e crop with white landowners.

It is estimated that by 1910, blacks owned 15 million acres of land,

which was the peak year of black 1andoﬁnership in the United States.

By‘1920, the total number of farms 6pérated by blacks was 926,000

which was one seventh of all farmers in the Uhifed States: Included

in rhis number were tenant farmers who.éﬁpplied'all of 'the labor ‘and

exercised.managerial functions being paid with a share‘of the crop

(Browne, 1972, p. 19 and Bealé,.19§b,,p. 170).
' ;n the rural ;oﬁth, studies. have indiéatgd thétklandownership

by blacks tend to be highly corrélated with éharacteristics wgich are
generally regarded as worthy of encouragement'witﬁin the black communi ty.
“"Land owning blaéks have préved to be more likeiy to registerlénd to
vote, and more likely to run for public office than ﬁon‘landowners“

(Browne, 1973, p. 24-~25). In effect, actording to Salamon (1971, p. -17-18)

landownership gives blacks a measure of independenée,

13
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sense of security, dignity, and power which is of crucial importance

to the elevation of the social and economic status of the black community.

Characteristics o. the BL. i'drm

Beale (1973, p. 179) disclosed that black farms have been small

and this was due in part to their lack of capital. In 1935, the averége

size of a black operated farm in the South was 44 acres; white farms

averéged 131 acres. 1In 195§; the average white farm neafly doubled,

A

risiﬁg to 249 acres. The average size of black. farms in 1959 was 52

A

“..acres, an increase of just 8 acres since 1935.
>N\

; Further studies by Beale indicated that since 1910 the amount
of land owned by black farmers has steadily gone downward with the
exception of the period from 1940 to 1950. "During that one decade~
u'der the Prosperous conditions of the War and.immediate post War
>period, there was -a growth in.both the number of Negroes and farmers
_who owned land." (p. 196) |
"Tennessee is a parallelogram approximately'lQO.@iles wide and -
450 miles long,"'(Gfaham, 1967, p. 12). It is divided into three
sections, East, Middle, and_Wesc Tennessee. Accqtding to Gréham,
(1967, p. 20) the fertile black soii in West Tennessee is the most
proépeiousffor 1erlahd{ Almost 60 per cent éf the State's blacks .

live in West Tennessee, (p. 22) with 70 per cent of the population

in Fayette Countf being black.



Migration and The Decline of Landownership

Time Magazine (December 7, 1972) cites black migration to the North
as one of the major factors that has contributed significanfly to the

precipitous decline in M7 ck landownership. Moreover, it Is postulated

that more recentlv - f blacks have soid acres of their land
to- make way for new ... -1 tourist facilitie., and suburban
development.

A report from the Natiéﬁal AdVisory Commission dﬁjCivil Disorder
(1968, p. 239) revealed that in 1910, 91 per cent of the nations 9.8
million blééks lived in the South. The report also stated that 'twenty-
seven percéﬁt'of Americaﬂ-Negroes 1;ved in cities, 92;500 persons or
more, as cémpared fb forty-e}ght per cent of'the Nétion's ﬁhite‘population."
According to the report, 'by 1966, the Negro population had iﬁcreased-té.
21.5 million aﬁd two significant geographic shifts had taken place. ~ The
Jproportion of Negroes living in the South had dropped to 53 per ?ent Qnd
#Bout 69 per cent of all Negroes lived in ﬁetropolitan areas." (p. 239)
Black migration began after thé Civil War, and accelerated during
Worlq War I when jobs werg“créated in the North. After the War, the
depfession slowed the migration, however, it boomed again after World
War II. Povefty of most black farmers worked béfﬁ to push:blacks out
of fafming and to make the aétractioﬁs of city 1ife.irrésistible.
¥ A study cited by.Bennett (1971, p. 36) stéfed that over three
million Southern blacks migra;éd.to the big urban centers of the North
between 1940 and 1960. Also according to Bennett,'almbst everyone

‘assumed that the Northward flow slowed down dﬁring the years of hope
1D
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spawned by protests and changes of the sixties. But recent census
bfigures show that 1.4 million blacks_lef{ the South bet&eeh 1960 and
© 1970. _ |

Further studies in Newsweek (1974, p. 38) i{ndica“ed that within
the past two to three years';.new phenomenon seems to be developing. B
Ther~ ° hat a t;énd of "reverse i-lack migr .tion" is takin;
pla;e. Because of thé deteriﬁration of the quality of qity life c&upled
with high criﬁe rates,’over—growdédness, pollu%ion, and dnemployment;
thqusands of black professionals as well as';he‘unskiiled are returning
Soufhl For mé;y_it is a returﬁ home, f;r otﬁerﬂ who have héver lived
- in the South, it is a move to a more comfértablé environﬁent;in.search

for better economié'conditions.' Between 1971 and 1973, 247,000 biacks

. moved to the South while only 166,000 moved ocut (Newsﬁeek, 1974, p.38).

The Decline of Landowners:: :

«hin the past three yearé two major rep. have been released
on the decline in black owned rural land. In i.73, Robert Browne of
the Black Economic Research Center in New York released a study entitled

I

Only Six Million Acres: A Decline of Black Owned Land In Rural South.

.Another‘sttu was completed by Lester Salamon In 1974 entitled, Black

Owned Land: Profile of Disappearing Equity Base. In addition, an.

Emergenhiy Land Fund Program, under the auspices of the Black Econimic
Researc.. Center, has been created for the specific purpose of addressing

this . roblem of»detlining black ownership of land and of providing

16
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opportunipieé_for people to reméin on land.

The'iSSues addreséed by Bréwne and Salamon (1973 & 1974). clearly
implies that there were more. than 12 million acres of land in the South
owned in full or in part by blacké in 1956 and had declined to less than
6 ﬁillion by 1969. For the same period, thé numberlbf blagk full and
ﬁart owners declined from 193,000 to less than 67,000. Salamon Forcasts
that there will com 4 timg when there will be no land 6wning»b1acks
in the South. However, Beale (1966, é. 204)=8uggest that the black
rural population will-not drop Below'4,500,000, he,alsé suggest that~
. therg.might be an inéréase after about 1970-75.

Browns . :1973) 1ist sevan legal feasonslfor'the rapid decline' in
Black landocwner=hiy . | |

1. Tz gzlen (fhe taking of tax delinquent property by tie state

“ " and auzttloning 1£ off to the highest sidder){
2. P2~i1:1v. sales (the numbe r 6f heirs and the size of property
in =.. . chat it is physically impossible or impractical to
1Liy ‘divide. Therefora'préperty is séld to the highest

~ bioler and proceéds are divided among heirs in the prcportion

‘

L8

¢ :r interest in the,Iéﬁd).
3. Yoo .ga- foreclosures (the loss o° mortgaged property due to
s . ' . '
=’ houent debt).

4. Failure to write wills (results in devolution of.property By
intestr Thefefore, one's defenee of ‘right to property~is
weswned considerably). o

5. Lazuow.crship Limitations placed on welfare-reciﬁients

(gon- ~lly, in order to receive Welfare Assistance, one must not

N
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have sufficient income and resources to provide reasonahle o
subsistence compatible with decency and health and assessed
value of property mnst not exceed a certain amount).
<. Eminent Domain (the taking of prlvate property for public use).
7. Voluntary Sale (often black landowners'do not.receive fair
compensation for the sale of their property due to. their lack
of sophistication in real estate transactions. Also, due to

the laok of financial resources and/or technical skills to trans-

I
form land into a viable investment, landownerahip is often perceived

A
to be a financial liability rather than an assqf to poverty

“ vstricken landowners because of the drain of his/her financial.
resources to pay mortgage and_ property taxes without any comPen‘.
1.sating benefits. Therefore, land might be abandoned and left
. idle or sold.for a nominal fee). \
} Carter C. Woodson, (1930, p. 3@).has stated that no money:ls loaned
to rural blacks unless they are landowne.s and their land has been appraised
by the agents of the farm loan bank as having considerable value.
Further studies on lard use and control by Andrew (1972, p. 209)
tindicated that local Tax Assessors tend to value land not at its present
- use valne but at ltS»potential nmrhet'oalue,”so therEfore blacks that
own good.land dolpay very high taxes. '_n Tuﬁ : 'L_.
The'reasons for the decllne of hlackjlandowners‘are‘very complex
and multitudinous. This condition,itherefore, notivated the. researchers

to investigate several unanswered quentions germaine to'the'issue.ofﬁ

. . ""Black Rural Land Decline."

1
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" Chapter IV
ANALYSIS OF DATA
The two primary statistical techniques used to analyze the dats
in this study were the one-way analysis of varience and percentage. To

more clearly illuminate the findings, lOl tables were prepared. Because AN
N

N\

of the large number of tables, the researchers found it less de~ "rahle
to intersperse the tables within the narrative. Rather, the narrative
preceeds the list of tables. |

A to tal of 147 subjects participated in the study. .They were
administered a 30 question questionnaire by trained interviewers. Subjects
were also required to provide interviewars with demographic related in-
formation. The 30 questions were divided into . three sections, with 10

" .questions to each gsection that addressed three different topids, i ev,

:Section I —*’AttituFes Toward Land; Sectdon IT -- Perception of Institutional

Practices Associatec with the Transfer of Rural Land Section II%J."“

ception of Status and Trends of Rural Landownership

The questions in the questionnaire are referred to as 'variables"

throughout this chapter.v;The questionnaire utilized .in the study follows:
B ' ' v K .

Section I
Attitudes Toward Land

Variables
1. Renting land is persomally self~fulfilling as owning land. ‘ &

2. Preserving the, natural beauty of land is more important than
economic- benefits.

3. Landownership is not important to my self image.

"\
'

4. IL is alright to mortgaga your land if you pay your bill on time.

™
\'.
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ki

5. Ownership of land is becoming more important to individuals in
our mobile society.

6. Ownership of land is important to me because it can be passed
on to my chi’dren. .

7. Owning land is important for a personal sense.of securitv.

8. Landownership contributes r '~ to Luc . .ug of self worth
than owning other material goods.

W

One of the best ways of achieving personal status -is through
landownership.

10. 'Decisions about who to sell land to should be baged upon race.

'Section I1 .
.Perception cf Institutional Practices Associated
With the Transfer of Rural Land

4

Variables
1. Many blacks have lost their land by 1llegal means;_

2:“‘Most real estate officials make sure that blackvlclearly
*  understand legzl | papers in land transactions prior to signing
thEm- o - N B -?,I'»

3. The refusal of mortgage companies ‘to make loans to blacks has
contributed si‘nificantly to the shortage of black- owned land.

4. Persons in official capacities often work together to gain
possession of black owned rural land.

5. When a landowner dies, real estate officials often make sure.
that the acreage 1s . evenly divided among relatives.

6.* Often indiv1duals mortgage\their porperty to buy food and other
B necessities, but many eventually loose their property.

7. The present system adequately notifies landowners of the time
to pay property taxes.

8. Much: land 1s lost because of the failure of landowners tdo write
- wills.

9.. Often blacks are forced to sell their land, especially when it
-is wvaluable.

10.- In order to recelve welfare assistance, one has to sell his/her
land.

20
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Section III

Perception of Status and Trends of Rural Landownership

. Variables

1. A sizable nt..aer oy ina viduals lost thelr . .operty vecause
they failed to meet their mortgase obligations.

2. An increasing number of young perple are returning bouth from
Northérn cities =0 buy rural lanu.

3. Most blacks do nc+ hawve adequate xnowledge about the Procedures
Ainvolved in buying and selling lmd.

4. Due to the changing times, many individuals are holding on to )
their land.

S. Because of the inability to make land into a profitable invest-
ment, many blacks are forced to sell their plots. ’

6. It is more profitable to own land today than it was ien years
ago.

7. Most farm land is not in use; it stands idle.
Today, more.people are awafe of:the date their land taxes are due.

9.-~Most landowners .do not trust real estate officials._

10.

0
AN

CN
The acres of crural land cwned by the 147 subJects in the

Many landowners are unsure of the validness of their deeds.

Tne 101 tables in this chapter are arranged as follows:

Tahle No.fsf' Q-Categogz - R . Description

1-8 | ‘ A T Demographic Related Data

9-27" ' B Analysis of Varience by'Sex
28-46" C ‘ Analysis ef Varience”by Age Gfeup
47-76 o D . Percentage of Subjects Agreeing

or [isagreeing to Variables

E ‘ , Percenzage of Subjects Agreeing
or Dis=greeing to Variables by Sex

target coumnties are rather evenly distributed -~ Fayette 4,588; Haywood 3,214;

.....



’.and-Maury 5. to tal price paid * 11;32} acres was'$74l,185
which averages»$65.43 p r acre (Table 1). The subjects estimated that
"the acreage is presently worth $l;l§éy00 (Table 3). The estimated
appreciation‘price of 5430,815yis relatively low since 54 subjects pur—-
chased‘their property before 1966 (Table 8). , - . ;
Table 1 revealc that the average acreage owned by subjects was |
quite similar. This is also true with respect to the average estimated -
value of land found in lable 3. o . . i B
It has been reported that blacks often encounier difficulty in |
purchasing rural land from white owners. The findings in this study
may well.corroborate this assertion.. Ninety-four or 647 of the 147 ' /f
subjects indicated that the previous owners of their land were black
uwhile only 37 indicated that the previous ovners were white, leav1ng 16 :
: uncertainties (Table 7) 7 |
\; :;ffy - While 90% of the subjects believed that there is a trend toward the
lﬁpurchase of rural land by younger blacks (Table 68), 93 or 63% of the
'147 participants in this study were 55 years of age and above. |
Tables 28, 30, and 42 indicated that\at the .05, .Ol, and .05'leve1sﬁ
respectivelyy there was a significant difference in the way different aée
groups perceived the following variables (l) Renting iand is as personally
‘self fulfilling as owning land (2) Landownership is important to my self
bimage, and (3) Most blacks do not have adequate knowledge about the procedures.;

\

involved in buying and selling land.’ The subjects were divided into four

e e e

agelgroups4J0?22;m23—387‘39—547“55~and above. Landowners 55 years of age

‘and above indicated more strongly‘.ﬂat owning land'was mere self—fulfilling

r

s




than renting. Subjects be tween the age of 23-38 were more adamant in

their contention that owning land was important to one's self—image.

tOn the other hand the 55 and above age group were more confident with

regard to their knowledge about the procedures involved in buying and

sl‘elling land. | -
In middle—class America the average number-of children is approxi-

mately 2 per family. In this study 217 or. 32 of the families had at ..

least 9 children (Table6). //-

s o
/ %

~Tables 49, 51, , 53, 54, and 55 strongly reiterate the assertion -

(;

that blacks are highly desirous of owning land and that landownership
+  .glves a sense of.dignity, security and independence. ' . LI
Many reasons have been cited for the decline in\black landownership.

‘ |

Ninety~six per cert of, the subjects felt that Lland loss was primarily due
. . |
‘to illegal means. (Table&57). Eighty—eight per*cent attributed black land“

1 ° é:) St \ [
loss - to . two rzjor reasons, i. e., the refusal of mortgage companies to
make loans to blacks and persons in official capacities working. together

to gain possession of black owned land (Table 59, 60).

&

n . ~Wide spread illiteracy has historically had an adverse effect on the_

- . quality of life of rural citizens in America. Tables 64, 65 and 7o!may
weli,lead'the reader to infer that illiteracy.is prevalent in ruralfareas.
Ninety Per cent of the subjects indicated that 1and loss isndue to failure

of blacks to write wills. Ninety-one per cent believed blacks were in-~
& Lo

adequately prepared with regar to real estate transactions.' Eighty two

per cent felt that uncertainty lﬁ exist among black landowners with respect
\,

to the validness of their land deeds. W ; -

18




A large percentage of the subjects reacted favorably to variables

@

Ethat”addressed'the"tax‘notification date.> Tables 6q and 74 respectively

. revealed that 93% and 96% of the subjects felt that they were adeﬂuately

notified of the ‘date to pay property taxes.

-

. Tables 77-101 analyze data by sex. The rerder can eaSily discern

that the attitude of both males and females was similar in this study.

However, responses were quite different regarding variable l - Section I

and variable_4 -- Section I. .

One point of particular interest is found.in Table 79.  While 727%

"of the male subjeets agreed that "It is alright to mortgage your land

1f you pay your b1ll on time,"'only‘572 of the female subjedt§§§greed to

o

the concept. R , B 7 . <

It may be safe to cOnclude that in’ the families where male figures

have been more dominant and this permissive attitude more’prevalent,

‘the loss of fhral'land has been greatest, It is a well known fact that

those families who mortgage thelr rural acreage are rarely able to regain

full possession.
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éATFGORY A .
TABLE !

NUMBER OF ACRES BY COUNTIES

<

"

COUNTY NUMBER " NUMBER OF ~ AVERAGE NO.
~ REPORTING ' ACRES ~ OF ACHES

- ngétte .0 - 48 B 4,588 L
. Haywood - ‘ fb? 3._21# : o 68 '

Maury 50 3,555 n

ST T POTAL 145 11;327

[
N

]
¢ & ’
-~ ? ’
| 20 - \
N . .




TABLE 2
PRICE PAID FOR LAND BY “OUNTIES

90 . . .
[

" COUNTY. _ NUMBER -+ TOTAL PRICE  AVERAGE ./
o .  REPORTING .  PAID FOR - . PRICE @ .. . |
R aND o PAID

L 203,055 5,206
5,636

Waury. i 24 135.275

" Haywood

TR

-
o

-
el
'~
-

- 21




‘ . _TABLE 3 o
‘ESTIMATED VALUE OF LAND BY COUNTIES
COUNTY _NUMBER _ ESTIMATED  AVERAGE EST.
' REPORTING - "VALUE  VALUE
" Fayette g 2 . 451,900 . 18,829
. ‘faywood 35 650,850 18,595
- Maury S 69,250 17,312
© TOTAL 63 1,172,000 -
22



TABLE 4
REAL VALUE OF LAND BY COUNTIES

-

COUNTY NUMBER " 'REAL VALUE'  AVERAGE
o REPORTING . OF LAND .REAL VALUE
Fayette 34 651,900 19,173
‘Haywood - 30 632,600 . 21,088
Maury .26 -235,800 - 9,069
. TOTAL - 90 1,520,360 |
o
23 -




TABLE §
ASSESSEL VALUE OF LAND BY COUNTIES
COUNTY = . NUMBER  ASSESSED ~  AVERAGE
: REPORTING - VALUE ASSESSED
| e VALUE
Fayette 36 322,929 8,970
Haywood . 20 , 286,732 14,336
Maury 26 58,956 2,267
TOTAL g2 668,617
- 29

24




TANLE 6

NUMBE: OF CHILDREN IN FAMIL

NO 0T FAMILIES NO. OF _P...CENT
'REP.RTING  ZHILDREN

11,6 11.6
13.6 ..  25.2
5.0 40,1
3.4 43.5
9.5 531
D 59.2
4.8 63.9
3.4 71.0
21.8  93.2 .
b 2.7 95.9-
3 . ' , 2.0 - . . 9B,0-
. B 2 N
1
1

17
.20
o~ 220

-
14

O O oW & W N O

R
~ O

\ A & PR 7 199.3
\ © _NO RESPONSE . = - .7 ~~ _ 100.0

o

25
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" TABLE 7

EVIOUS OWNERS® RACE

NO,

100

‘RACE FERCENT |
- PERCENT
White 37 25.2 25.2
‘Black 9 63.9 89,1
_ Other 7 L.8 93.9
No Responss 9 61 100.0
| TOTAL 147 ’ |

31



TABLE 8
'YEAR LAND WAS PURGHASED -

. _ Year Land Was- Purchased
1944 - 54

- 1955~ 19€5-74
COUNTY - Families Families =~ Pamilies TOTAL .~
~ Fayette ': 9 o1l . 12 32
;Haywbod -8 9 | -6 | 23
vaury - 10 7 3 20
TOTAL 27 . 27 =2 75

- | - | _ o
C This study covered a 30 year period (1944-7%). Sixty
* individuals purchased land prior to 1944, _ o

C 27

- :jng




CATE" UHY R

Section 1

Attitude= Toward Land

TABLE 9
An analysls of variance on variable No. By
Renting 1and 1s as personally self-fulfllling as ownlng land.

, ' SUM~0QF-~ MEAN - - ' N
SOURCE D.F. ) U W‘F-RQTIG“;_"F-PROB.
Betwe=n | . ‘ A -
Groups l 2 358887 2.35889 1.12631 .2903
Within o I
Groups 1#@ 301 5869 2,09435 .

TOTAL 145 303.9458

54
I|‘

3.5 Malss

|
]

3.2 Females

28 .

33



TABLE 10

Am w2z ysis of variammz on variable No. 21

Premervring the nature beauty of land is more 1mportant
thran asonomic benei‘i'*-,

SUM-0F- . MEAN

SQURCE  D.F. SQUARES  SQUARES  F-BATIO  F-PROB
Between o ’ o o .
Groups 1 - 4.265381  4:26538 1.52516  .2189
Within | I |
Groups 144  402.7212  2.79667

TOmAL 145 406.9366 . e
7 = 2.8 Teles .
Z = 2.4 Pemales _ N /

34

29




—&BLE 11

4n analyais\of varismce on variable No. 3:
Land ownership. is important to my self lmage.

. T SUM-G=- MEAN -
) 7 SOURCE . X 90 RU. 1 . ™ -P
Between . - . | ' -
Groups 1 J466™969 BE5797 .787581  .3763
Within S ‘ ‘

Groups 144 85,3839  .552697

TOTAL 145 85.81519

X = 1.5 Males

¥ = 1.6 Females

30




TABLE "3

" An analysis of variance on variable No. 4:

It is alright tc mortgage you= land if you psy your
bill on time.

SOURCE

Botweﬁn_ : L R
Groups 1 5.965088  5.96509  2.82422  .0950
Within - ) i |
Groups . ~ 1hk 0L 1450 _ 2.11212

TOTAL 145  310.1101

e

X = 2.6 ‘eles
X = j.1 Females

30



y - | |
——" ' TABLE 13" -

An analysis of variance on variable No. 6:

Ownership of land is’ important to me. because it can be
paﬁsed on to my chlldren. - o

‘ T SOM-0F-. . WEAN — |
oS OURCE D.F. _SQUARES §QU&B§§: F=RATJO - F-PROB
' ‘Batween . R ' | .
Groups 1. -.957275k .957275 1.22298 @ .2706 -

Within o )
Groups 144 112.7141 .782737

TOTAL - 145  113.6714 s

i -

[ . L

X =" 1.6 Males , | (”'
D e e | - -
o ] S s .
.. X. = 1.4  Females. - -
3 2
) ‘ o N




TABLE % P
'An analysis of variance. on variable No. 71 -:‘_ //,,,»f N

Owning land is import&nt for a personal senae*bf security.

B . o . o ‘ .

xS

X SOM=0F -~ BEAN I
SOURCE = D.F. sgy ' .__F-RATIO " F-PROB

‘Betwee A '
Groupsnijz l'_ .17187 -171875 «501601 . .#800

’ - withiﬁ'-“:«:’»- - ‘;./ : . - , ~ ST
.Grpups - 144 -49 342 342653 - A s
- - .
TOTAL = 145 49. 51392{7 '

./“

'><l_
a.

.'fij”‘ Males :. | _ ;  L e

‘X = 1.4 .- Females

33 Vs
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TABLE 15 ////
An analysis of variance on. variable No. 8:. ' A

~ Land ownership. contributes more to one's feeling of
_self-worth than owning other material poéyeaaions. .

- . . - > ! . e 4 /

— T SUM-OF- . MEAN © —
SOURCE  D.F. UARES SQUA IS:I.IA_IQ F-PROB
“ Between = - "'a u." - 28 73 3#0308 \&06/
~_ Groups - ' 1 .280273% = ,280273 . 506"

+

. Within T A .
- Qroups~; Iy - 118, 596?6' - +823588 SR B c;:“é
“TOTAL 145 ' 118 8770 ,,,,,,,, ;;;»fiw f“’:“”* _ |
' — — ey

~-

ﬂ. '1.6'1 Males _ - ,.~; RS :',}

<t
f

!

177 " Females . , s

>l
it




§$\. | //) a ‘Section I . 3 \\ .
A . - ' ’ : -
Perception of Institutional Practices:

S Associate With the Transfer .
/‘ o o Rural Land -

R A | T
S ‘ TABLE 16 '
‘ ) , . |
An anal:;'sis of variance aon variable No. 1:\// ' " U
Many blacks have lost their “land by illeggl means. ° -

N SUN-OF- . WBAN -~
SOURCE ~ D.F. SQUARES . SQUARES . _F-RATIO _ F-PROB .

\ - Between N ; i oo e o B .
L cooN:01 L 0l - 01 .o -

~ Within TP D
o Groups = 14 143.8899 " 999235 “
TOPAL 145  143.9727 e e T T

A

= 2.0 Males - e
1.9 . Females -~ -7 735 : T
. - SR S ¢ },

40

>
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TABLE 17

. An analysis of variance on variable No. 2: - ‘

. Most real estate officials make sure that blacks clearly

' understand legal’ papers in land transactiona prior to .
having them sign. . -

! | 7 SOW-OF- _ MEAN s
" Between | o S R
. Groups - 1 3.257080 . 3.25708 1.81326 .1802
Within |

Groups 144 2581661k  1.79626

TOTAL , 145 261.9185. . | ]

>}
u

3 06 | Males . . ..“

Females

]

i
o
o

36

41




- TABLE 18

" An énalysié of variance on variable No. 7%

The present system adequately notifies land owners of
the time to pay property taxes.

N (,

UM-QPF- MEAN

SOURCE. D.F. ' | F- F-PR

~ Between T . s . : L
Groups = -1 1.583740 - 1.58374 1.74759 +1883
Within | - u

Groups 1u4A7 130.4985 ~ .906240

_TOTAL 145  132.0823

-« . X = 1.7 Males

1.9 Foﬁglea

LR 1

...
~i
i

37

42




@ABLE'19 o

.“An analysis of variance on variable No. 81 -

Much land is lost because of the failure of land owners .
to wrlte willa. ' _

- SUM-0F- 'MEAN _ -
SOURCE - .F. A U F-RATIO - FP-PROB
Bofﬁéen ' o o - . ‘
Groups - Y .293&570 293457 .229678 6325
Within Y - S
Groups  1lb4 183.9875. 1.27769 -

TOTAL 145 184.2810

X = 2.4 Males

2.2 Fgmales

=l
i

38




TABLE 20 .

An analysis of variance on variable No. 101

- In .order to receive welfaro assistance, one has to sell
"his or her 1and.

J

- — SUM<OF:= _ MEAN _ ° -
SOURCE  D.F. SQUARES SQUARES .. F-RATJO 2303
 Be'sween . ‘ , " |
- Groups- 1 1.361816 1.36182 .675873 .b124
Within |

Groups 14k  290.1455 2301490
TOTAL ~ 145 291.5073 .

T oag)
il

3.6 Males

3.8 Females

>
it

39 . ’ : :
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A Section ITI
Perception of Statua and Trends of
Rural Land Ownership :
@ABLE..21

An analysis of variance on variable No. 1: -

A sizeable amount of individuals lost their property ‘be-"
cause they failed to meot their mortgage obligations.

SUN=-0F- MEAR

SOURCE  -D.F. SQUARES SQUARES ___ F-RATIO __ F-P
Between l ' - N _
Groups - 1  .7299805E- - .729980E- ~ .709778E-  .7903

. : 0l ) ., N
Within

Groups 144 148.0986 ©  1.02846

TOTAL - 145 148.1716

= 1.9 Males |

1.9 'Femalee'

'



TAﬁLE 22 -
--An. analyeia of varianco on ‘variable No. 2| o

" An increasing number of yourig people are returning South
- from" Northern cities to bu